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problems, attention had been given by the committee to such matters 
as aerial navigation, the strategical aspects of the Forth and Clyde, 
oversea transportation of troops, the treatment of aliens, press and 
postal censorship, trading with the enemy, wireless stations throughout 
the Empire, transport problems in the United Kingdom, and the dis- 
tribution of food supplies. In this address Viscount Esher expressed 
his conviction that no British statesman could have federated the British 
Empire. But even in 1912 the menace of the German fleet was tend- 
ing to this end — tending towards the federation which must inevitably 
be one of the earliest results of the war. 

Edward Porritt. 
Hartford, Connecticut. 

Modern Germany and her Historians. By ANTOINE GuiLLAND. 
London, Jarrold and Sons, 1915. — 360 pp. 

This is a remarkable book. Although the English translation bears 
a post-bellum date and gives no indication that this is not a first edition, 
the book appeared in French in 1900. 

As long ago as that, Professor Guilland, apparently a student of that 
incomparable teacher, Gabriel Monod, had analyzed the work and 
appraised the influence of the nineteenth-century historians in Ger- 
many in a way which subsequent events have all too clearly justified. 
The book is therefore not one of that growing number of belated dis- 
coveries of Germany's intellectual feebleness which the war has pro- 
duced. It is devoid of the spirit of nationalist partisanship. Indeed, 
since its main theme is the damage done by such partisanship not only 
to political ideals but to the scientific aims of history itself, it would 
have been a singularly patent absurdity if M. Guilland 's own book had 
suffered from the defects which he attacks in his German predecessors. 
The book is written not as a defence of France and French historians 
against the German ; it is not an apology for anything or anyone. 
The author takes up his task rather as a liberal in the truest sense of 
the word, a citizen of the republic of science and of letters, who de- 
plores the fatal and narrow trend of most German historiography in 
the nineteenth century for its effect upon the Germans themselves, 
but remains unperturbed by its hostility to the " fickle and degenerate 
Gaul." In short the author exhibits just those qualities of the judicial 
temper and catholic outlook which are often missing in the historians 
with whom he deals. 

The book concentrates upon five historians, Niebuhr, Ranke, Momm- 
sen, Sybel and Treitschke ; but it covers a wider scope than the chap- 
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ter titles might seem to indicate. The theme is one now sufficiently 
familiar — the r61e of the historians in the formation of the national 
spirit and political union of Germany. But although the story has 
been told so frequently — especially with reference to Treitschke — 
that it is unnecessary now to elaborate or define it in a review, it has 
never been done so well or so thoroughly as here. In the introduction, 
Professor Guilland brings out keenly the significance of the battle of 
Jena as a starting point for the new movement which culminated in 
1870, and of the work of Stein in both historiography and statecraft. 
The influence of Burke stands out here ; and antagonism to the prin- 
ciples of the French Revolution furnishes fuel for the ardor with which 
the Prussian institutions, past as well as present, are upheld. The 
case of Ranke (who was much influenced by Burke) is of special 
interest. His two main principles of history — that each society or 
nation has its individuality, and that within the nation individuals play 
a great and often determining rdle — lend themselves to an interpreta- 
tion of Hohenzollem Prussia which carries one far from that calm 
objectivity which alone saved Ranke himself from the bias of a Treit- 
schke. But, even as it was, he felt that " the true destiny of Prussia 
is to be and to remain a military monarchy." The historians of anti- 
quity contribute almost as directly as those of modern times to create 
the new ideals — Niebuhr by his portrayal of the natural growth of 
Roman institutions, Mommsen by his insistence upon the splendor of 
a disciplined empire, the capacity of Roman and German and the 
unspeakable baseness of the Celt ! 

Having shown, in the subsequent chapters, the close relation between 
the work of the modern historians and that of Bismarck, the volume 
closes with a somewhat prophetic query as to the ultimate value of such 
ideals. Referring to the evil effects of Bismarck's policy of controlling 
public opinion at home , and of the political corruption which is shel- 
tered from attack by efficient manipulation, Professor Guilland says : 

If we consider that this policy had its warmest defenders in the recent 
Prussian historians, we are right in saying that they are the authors in the 
first place of this degeneracy of manners. By so acclaiming strokes of 
force and cunning, in spite of the moral varnish with which they have 
covered their theories, they have helped to pervert the public mind. As 
the philosopher Renouvier said admirably, "they have awakened and 
stimulated the dangerous taste of the past, ending in the fatal universal 
evolution, in the supremacy of history over reason, of deeds over rights, of 
force over justice." Through their historical theories they have been the 
propagators of the worst political maxims, for the refutation of which 
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.humanity already has shed seas of blood. They must be surprised after 
that with the results ; they have worked for social democracy. In truth, 
nothing lasting is based upon deceit and lies ; sooner or later that work 
comes back to one. 

James T. Shotwell. 

Americanism : What It Is. By DAVID JAYNE HlLL. New 
York, D. Appleton and Company, 191 6. — xv, 280 pp. 

The People's Government. By David Jayne Hill. New York, 
D. Appleton and Company, 1915. — xv, 287 pp. 

In the preface to Americanism Dr. Hill objects to the attempt to 
seek progress " through what society as a whole can do for itself," 
because such an attempt forgets " that society is a purely abstract 
idea, possessing no inherent power either of initiative or of achieve- 
ment" (page x). He thus warns us at the outset that danger lurks 
in the use of abstract ideas in political thinking. His Americanism is 
identified with what he terms individualism. He finds a contemporary 
reaction against " Americanism," based on the assumption that indi- 
vidualism is egoism. It is not that, he says. " On the contrary, it is 
the only solid foundation for our duty to respect the other man's 
rights " (page x). 

A few abstracts will indicate Dr. Hill's message. He calls it an 
error to think «' that anyone's will is law " and holds that " what con- 
stitutional government intended to do " was " to establish the principle 
that law is not a product of will, but a system of rules for the regulation 
of will, derived from the authority of reason " (page 103). He says 
that ' ' a constitution is to a state what conscience is to human char- 
acter " (page 138) and that the people of the United States, in enact- 
ing the Constitution, " standing in the place of the sovereign, and 
exercising sovereign power . . . freely and formally renounced the 
power to impose their personal arbitrary will upon the organs of gov- 
ernment or upon one another " (page 55). That Dr. Hill, however 
unconsciously, moves on a higher plane than a dryly legal one is appar- 
ent from his recognition that the Constitution is subject to amend- 
ment. He feels, however, that it should not be amended lightly or 
unadvisedly. "The first method of attack" on our system of just 
laws and principles " is through the hasty alteration of the fundamental 
law itself" (page 56). 

There are overwhelming proofs that we are at present passing through a 



